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Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 

Speaker, I rise today to honor the he-
roic efforts of Deputy Chris Jones of 
the Jersey County, Illinois, Sheriff’s 
Department. 

On April 23, Deputy Jones pulled a 67- 
year-old woman from a car that was 
being swallowed by floodwater. At 8:42 
in the evening, Deputy Jones received 
a call to alert him of a driver in dis-
tress on State Highway 100. 

When he arrived on the scene, he 
tried to make verbal contact with her, 
but her car was submerged in water 
that covered the hood and part of the 
trunk, and she was unable to respond. 
He proceeded to enter the water, where 
he found the driver still conscious and 
he assisted her from the vehicle. He 
later learned that the woman had been 
trapped for around 40 minutes. 

Because of his valiant efforts and 
service to Jersey County, I am proud to 
honor the actions that Deputy Chris 
Jones took on April 23 of this year. 

f 

b 1300 

THE IRS SCANDAL 

(Mr. BARR asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, the IRS has 
broken faith with the American people. 
The agency responsible for admin-
istering our Tax Code has admitted 
targeting Americans for their political 
beliefs. 

American families across the country 
are disappointed and fearful. They are 
disappointed that the administration 
that promised hope and change has 
used its enforcement power as a polit-
ical weapon. They are fearful of a gov-
ernment that has expanded under 
President Obama at an alarming rate. 
They are disappointed that our Presi-
dent has not taken responsibility for 
his administration’s shameful behav-
ior. They are fearful of corruption that 
is the logical result of a rapidly ex-
panding bureaucracy and an adminis-
tration that confuses playing politics 
with leadership. 

Hardworking families deserve better. 
Federal agencies have a responsibility 
to be above politics, and we have a re-
sponsibility to hardworking American 
families to hold accountable those who 
politicize decision-making and those 
who are untruthful about those deci-
sions. 

f 

THE IRS 

(Mr. WEBER of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Firings and jail 
time are in order. On Friday, May 10, 
the IRS admitted to the targeted scru-
tiny of conservative groups in their ap-
plications for tax-exempt status. Hun-
dreds of groups have been targeted, and 
it went beyond those with just ‘‘Tea 
Party’’ or ‘‘patriot’’ in their names. 

Since then, there has been a resound-
ing opposition on both sides of the aisle 
against the IRS’ abhorrent actions. 
The President called this incident 
‘‘outrageous.’’ Frankly, Mr. Speaker, 
it’s beyond outrageous. It is com-
pletely unethical. For those involved in 
this mess, I expect them to be held ac-
countable for their audacious abuse of 
power. 

Did I mention that firings and jail 
time are in order? 

Thomas Paine said it this way: 
Government is at its best a necessary evil 

and at its worst an intolerable one. 

I am RANDY WEBER, and that’s the 
way I see it here in America. 

f 

MEMORIAL DAY 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Greetings to my 
friend Jim Withrow, whom I would like 
to recognize today, and I would just re-
mind everybody of how important it is 
that we participate in this Memorial 
Day weekend in order to remember 
those who have fallen and honor those 
they’ve left behind. 

It’s a lot of times thought of as a 
weekend to go out and have barbecues 
or watch car races on TV or sports like 
that, but it’s really rewarding for the 
heart for us to go participate on Mon-
day in one of our communities. For 
those watching, just take that time in 
the morning to go out and honor those 
veterans. It will make you feel better 
as an American. Then our obligation as 
citizens is to fulfill our role as voters, 
as people who hold our government of-
ficials accountable, because when you 
hear veterans say that they don’t rec-
ognize the America they once fought 
for 50, 60 years ago, it really hurts. 

So let’s uphold the honor of our Na-
tion that they fought for and be par-
ticipants in our government in the 
process and hold all of that account-
able and honor them in that ultimate 
way. We give thanks for their service, 
and God bless them. Please participate 
on Memorial Day this weekend. 

f 

STUDENT LOAN INTEREST RATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HOLDING). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I rise in strong opposition to the 
Making College More Expensive Act. 
This legislation is an attack on stu-
dents, and it undermines the dream of 
higher education. 

If we are serious about getting our 
country back on the right track, put-
ting people back to work and ensuring 
that we remain competitive in the 
global economy, we have to do more to 
make higher education more accessible 

and more affordable, not more expen-
sive. 

Without congressional action, the in-
terest rate on Federal subsidized Staf-
ford loans is scheduled to increase from 
3.4 percent to 6.8 percent for more than 
7 million students. Rather than fixing 
this problem, this legislation makes it 
worse. This bill will hurt young people 
and middle class families who are al-
ready struggling with crushing student 
loan debt. The idea that as a country 
we make money on the pursuit by 
young people of their educations is 
plain wrong. 

Simply put, the United States Gov-
ernment should not be making a profit 
on student loans, and there are several 
proposals pending before the House 
today that would give students access 
to college at the lowest cost possible. 
The Student Loan Relief Act, the Re-
sponsible Student Loan Solutions Act, 
and the Bank on Students Loan Fair-
ness Act would each preserve low inter-
est rates for students; but the bill be-
fore us today is a bad Republican idea 
that will make college more expensive 
for working families and millions of 
students. 

According to the independent, non-
partisan Congressional Research Serv-
ice, students with 5 years of subsidized 
Stafford loans borrowed at the max-
imum amount would owe $4,174 in in-
terest under the current rate. It would 
rise to $8,808 if we allowed interest 
rates to double on July 1; but under 
this proposal, students would owe a 
total of $10,109 in interest payments on 
their loans. Hidden within this bill is a 
blatant bait and switch scheme that 
will allow students to borrow money at 
one rate before their interest rates 
skyrocket. 

We’ve seen this before. Our friends on 
the other side of the aisle like to claim 
that putting student loans into the 
marketplace is a cure-all for increased 
student debt; but in this case, the 
‘‘marketplace’’ is code for billions of 
more dollars in interest payments, as 
this bill would prevent students from 
enjoying the lowest available interest 
rates. This is just wrong. 

Our young people deserve more. It’s 
in the interest of our entire country to 
ensure that as many young people as 
possible have access to higher edu-
cation. So let’s reject the Making Col-
lege More Expensive Act and find a se-
rious long-term solution on student 
loans that will make college more af-
fordable for millions and millions of 
Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:24 May 24, 2013 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K23MY7.048 H23MYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2943 May 23, 2013 
It has been an interesting week here 

in Washington, especially here on Cap-
itol Hill. We found out a great deal we 
didn’t know before. We’re getting more 
details. It’s intriguing that we have the 
IRS official, Ms. Lerner, who knew— 
found out about—the outrageous prac-
tice of targeting what were perceived 
to be the President’s enemies—people 
who wanted the Constitution followed, 
people who felt they had been taxed 
enough already, the Tea Parties, con-
stitutional groups, pro-Israel groups, 
conservative groups, people who could 
have made a difference in the last elec-
tion. 

One reporter had asked before, Why 
would people even be bothering to get 
legal status? Why would they even 
apply to the IRS to get 501(c)(3) or 
501(c)(4) status? 

The answer is: because that’s the way 
the government has taken over peo-
ple’s political abilities, because you 
can’t call people to Washington or call 
people to come state their opinions 
without normally raising money, and if 
you don’t have a legally recognized 
group by the IRS, then the IRS will go 
after the individuals who engage in 
pooling money and in helping pay peo-
ple’s way to get them here. They’ll go 
after the individual. 

b 1310 

We have forced people who want to 
make their voices heard collectively 
into begging the IRS for legal status, 
and the threats are there if you don’t 
get their legal status recognized. Then 
when we see what the IRS has done as 
just an arm, basically, of the Demo-
cratic Party to help defeat or help pre-
vent people from having legal status, it 
is absolutely incredible, especially 
when you find out they wouldn’t even 
give them an answer ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’; be-
cause these people at the IRS, the 
higher ranking officials, they knew if 
they denied a request, gee, that could 
be appealed and they might get an an-
swer before the election, and they 
weren’t going to let that happen in 
time, at least, to make a difference in 
the election. So it’s what most people 
who care about the Constitution have 
been afraid of for so long. 

I’ve heard some people, some friends, 
some Republican friends say they 
think Richard Nixon was a great Presi-
dent, but I’ve read transcripts of con-
versations. Anybody who will say one 
thing to one person and turn right 
around immediately thereafter and say 
exactly the opposite to another person 
and play them against each other, I 
just can’t consider that to be a great 
President. 

We know that under the Nixon ad-
ministration the IRS was used to tar-
get an enemies list, but now we find 
that under this administration it’s 
been used and abused as a process, as a 
political arm in ways that Richard 
Nixon would never have dreamed pos-
sible. He never would have dreamed 
that anybody would get away with this 
kind of activity before an election, es-

pecially after Watergate. And so it has 
been. 

So we want to take this time to 
make sure, Mr. Speaker, that people 
are aware and the RECORD contains the 
stories of different Tea Party groups 
and the difficulties they’ve had. In that 
regard, I am quite proud to yield to my 
friend from New Mexico, Mr. STEVE 
PEARCE. Hopefully, it won’t hurt his 
reputation for me to call him a dear 
friend. That’s the way I figure him. 

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding, and we will hold those 
comments quietly between ourselves 
here. 

You bring up a point that absolutely 
must be discussed in public. We need to 
highlight those things that are going 
on right now from our government to-
wards its citizens. 

Our Founding Fathers understood 
this policy very well, this concept. 
They said: 

When the people fear the government, 
there is tyranny. When the government fears 
the people, there is liberty. 

I hear constantly from people in 
America right now that we fear the 
government, we fear the retribution, 
we fear that they’re going to come in 
and take things from us, that they’re 
listening to us at all times. Many 
would discard that as simply paranoia, 
until now. 

An 83-year-old grandmother in Albu-
querque, New Mexico, who I’ve known 
for the last 15 years, since I’ve gotten 
into political circles—she’s probably 
the most joyful, ebullient person in all 
of politics because she’s here for what 
comes in the heart, not for what it can 
do for her. You see, she’s a naturalized 
citizen who was born in Indonesia. 

She came here and ended up, from 
ages 12 to 16, spending time in the Jap-
anese internment camps because of her 
origin, though she’s not Japanese her-
self. She has experienced the govern-
ment that would become heavy-handed 
in a time of war. But the government 
that would become heavy-handed over 
political processes is a completely dif-
ferent government than that during 
World War II. 

She helped establish the Children’s 
Freedom Scholarship Fund, where she 
hands out patriotic coloring books to 
youngsters in the Albuquerque area. 
And because of these activities that 
got the attention of the IRS, they 
came in and audited and harassed this 
83-year-old grandmother. 

I had an email before the scandal 
broke about one of my constituents in 
Socorro, who said: I was audited and 
we couldn’t figure out why. I talked to 
my accountant. During the audit, we 
couldn’t figure it out. There was no un-
usual question. But during the audit, I 
noticed a handwritten name across my 
file, and I just made mental note of it. 

After an audit that asked nothing 
specific, the auditor asked, Do you 
know—and he read the name. The guy 
says, It doesn’t ring a bell to me. It did 
not. On the drive home, he said, Wait a 
minute. That’s that meeting I went to 

3 years ago. That’s the meeting where 
I said, I don’t want to be a part of this 
group. They’re interested in the Con-
stitution and the debt. I know about 
all that stuff. He writes a small check, 
leaves and never goes back. One meet-
ing with the guy who later formed the 
Tea Party—it wasn’t even formed— 
causes an audit. 

When our government knows this 
kind of minute information and is will-
ing to single you out, to veritably per-
secute you, because persecution is 
when we’re dealt with differently, we 
have a different set of rules, that then 
qualifies as persecution. When this gov-
ernment is willing to do that, it causes 
us to say, Wait. This is not paranoia. 
This is justifiable fear of our govern-
ment. 

A small school in my hometown 
wanted to charter itself and submitted 
a 501(c)(3) application. The application 
was never handled. It went on and on 
and on. Our office made a call, and 
then the person listed on the organiza-
tional chart was called in for an audit. 

I will tell you that we were told by 
the administration spokesman yester-
day, Mr. Lew, the Treasury Secretary, 
that there’s absolutely no indication 
that this was anything political. 

There’s absolutely no indication that 
it was anything but political, Mr. Lew. 
Regardless of what you all say down 
the street, understand that the Amer-
ican people are frightened of the gov-
ernment. They also think, with respect 
to the idea that we’re going to hold 
people accountable—we hear that: 
We’re going to hold people account-
able; we’re going to bring them in; 
we’re going to look; we’re going to find 
the facts, and then we’re going to hold 
them accountable. 

The American people look with a lit-
tle bit of curious disregard for those 
statements. 

Why would Americans be suspicious 
of the government, that they won’t ac-
tually do anything to the people who 
are involved, that they won’t actually 
get to the bottom of it? Well, there’s a 
track record in the last 5 years that 
has caused the American citizens to 
look with disdain at any promises that 
there will be penalties, that the wrong-
doers would be punished. 

You can start with the Fort Hood 
shooter. He has not yet been brought to 
trial. He murdered dozens of people, 
and he has drawn $287,000 in pay be-
cause they can’t take him off the pay-
roll until he comes to trial. Meanwhile, 
the victims can’t get their pay from 
the government that they’re supposed 
to receive, and the American people 
understand an injustice is occurring 
from this White House because they 
will not pursue convicting a man that 
everyone knows has committed mur-
der. 

Well, it’s said that’s one instance. We 
can, then, take a look at Fast and Fu-
rious. I was one of the first to call for 
Attorney General Holder to resign, and 
we should look more closely at his par-
ticipation in the Fast and Furious, 
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where rifles were sent across the border 
and came back and killed an American 
employee of the Border Patrol. Yet no 
one has been held accountable for that 
action there. 

Mr. GOHMERT. I think that it’s wor-
thy to note that apparently, when 
there was a Fox News reporter named 
Rosen that wanted to look into this 
Fast and Furious information and 
hopefully get the scoop, get to the bot-
tom line of what really happened, in-
stead of this Justice Department doing 
as it told the American people, as the 
Attorney General and all these other 
people said as part of this administra-
tion, ‘‘We’re going to get the people re-
sponsible for this,’’ instead of being 
diligent and relentless in getting to the 
bottom of what happened—who ap-
proved these 2,000 or so guns being sold 
to criminals that would be in criminal 
hands and ultimately used to kill hun-
dreds of Mexicans? 

b 1320 

Mexico should be outraged at what 
this administration has done. Instead 
of doing that, they go after a reporter 
that wants to find out what happened. 
They end up going after his phone 
records. They go after his email, from 
what we’ve learned, apparently. Pos-
sibly other family members. And they 
still, all these years later, haven’t 
given us real information on who was 
responsible, who authorized that, who 
forced the sale of those guns. All we 
know is that this administration has 
tried to use Fast and Furious to de-
mand more gun control legislation. 

And we have a President that goes 
down to Mexico in the last 2 or 3 weeks 
and tells them about how outrageous it 
is that America has been selling guns 
to criminals that are using them in 
Mexico. He should have donned his hat 
and said, Thank you very much, my ad-
ministration did that to you, and I’m 
very sorry. But, oh, no, he blames 
America without actually saying, 
Please, I beg your forgiveness. This was 
my administration’s doing. 

They haven’t even gotten to the bot-
tom and, instead, go after the reporter 
that tried to find out what happened. 
That’s even more outrageous, and it 
goes to just what the gentleman was 
saying about people wondering how can 
we trust this administration when 
they’ve said that they’re going to get 
the people responsible and they’ve done 
no such thing. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think the gentle-
man’s points are well made, and to con-
tinue the discussion of why Americans 
might be skeptical about whether any-
one will pay any price for what has 
happened in the targeting of certain 
groups in this country by the Internal 
Revenue Service, it’s also important 
that we look at other cases that have 
not yet been prosecuted and in which 
wrongdoing occurred. 

MF Global was a commodities trad-
ing firm. Jon Corzine, a Democrat- 
elected official, took over that firm. 
It’s against the law, when you have 

your money in these trading accounts, 
whether it be Merrill Lynch or who-
ever, it is against the law to take your 
money out and use it for corporate gov-
ernance activities, for corporate orga-
nizational activities. And yet Jon 
Corzine reached down into customer 
accounts and pulled out $1.5 billion of 
money from account holders and spent 
it trying to keep his failing organiza-
tion together. His efforts failed. MF 
Global filed bankruptcy. That was in 
2011, and still Mr. Corzine has not had 
to answer any questions, has been con-
victed of no wrongdoing, hasn’t been 
brought to trial, and hasn’t had a 
grand jury impaneled. 

Bernie Madoff, we saw him take bil-
lions from investors. And for decades, 
the regulators had reports that he was 
doing it, and not one regulator has 
been held accountable for their over-
sights and omissions. No one has ever 
checked. 

So when we hear the administration 
say, Trust us; we’re going to get to the 
bottom of this IRS scandal and we’re 
going to hold people accountable, there 
is an anger building among the Amer-
ican people that says we don’t think 
that Washington will hold anyone ac-
countable. 

You have the AP reporters whose 
phone records were gotten, and not just 
the ones who were involved, but the 
broad pool of reporters, and yet noth-
ing is happening to the people in the 
Justice Department who did that. 

Benghazi is another element where 
we believe no one will ever be held ac-
countable. In fact, Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton says, What does it mat-
ter? 

What it matters, ma’am, is that 
someone allowed American soldiers to 
be killed without reinforcements. C– 
130s were within flying time. Drones 
were there. Lasers were locked onto 
the artillery that were firing rounds 
into that compound, and no one says a 
word. 

And so we have the Internal Revenue 
Service investigating and holding au-
dits for law-abiding citizens like this 
83-year-old grandmother. Meanwhile, 
there are over $1 billion of unpaid taxes 
by Federal employees. Why doesn’t the 
Internal Revenue Service go after the 
Federal employees who refuse to pay 
their own taxes. 

The highest profile case is Mr. 
Geithner, who became Treasury Sec-
retary; and we were told that he’s such 
an important person, he can’t be held 
to account for small actions like that. 
Yet one political party, one political 
viewpoint has been singled out by this 
administration in order to put the chill 
on people who might be involved in ac-
tivities that would disagree with the 
government. 

We’ve seen governments like this be-
fore in American history. We’ve seen 
tyrants before. We’ve seen tyranny be-
fore in world history, and I think 
Democrats, Republicans, and Independ-
ents are going to stand up on these 
issues and demand accountability from 

Washington. I think the American peo-
ple are coming together with a will and 
a backbone that will stand up and say, 
You, the people who perpetrated these 
evils and these crimes, will be account-
able. 

That’s what makes this country 
great. That’s what makes this country 
the envy of all other nations because 
we have a Constitution that our Found-
ing Fathers put in place which gives 
the people the power. The government 
is working at the approval of the 
American people. I think the American 
people are coming together across ra-
cial lines, across party lines, across re-
ligious and cultural lines to say that 
we demand accountability from our 
government officials, that we will not 
allow any citizen to be treated this 
way. 

The Nation spoke this way when it 
was Richard Nixon, and I think the Na-
tion will speak this way under this ad-
ministration. The parallels are ex-
treme. When the government gets too 
strong, it’s time for the people to stand 
up and say, No, you are not all power-
ful, that we the people do establish and 
ordain. 

I think the people of this country are 
going to question this establishment 
and are ordaining. I appreciate the op-
portunity to speak. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, and I 
would like to yield to the gentleman 
for a question. 

It’s my understanding that the Albu-
querque Tea Party was one that filed 
for 501(c)(4) status 3 years ago. I don’t 
know if the gentleman is familiar with 
the Albuquerque Tea Party. 

Mr. PEARCE. I am. I’ve been there 
many times. They’re people concerned 
about small government. They’re con-
cerned about the debt and the deficit. 
They understand that these are the 
biggest risks that we face, and they 
speak articulately and coherently 
about that. They are also groups that 
hold elected officials accountable for 
their actions. I think those are positive 
things. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Well, apparently, 
after 2 years of waiting, they got a 
multipage letter from the IRS asking 
for really extensive, intrusive informa-
tion that it sounds like the IRS should 
never have had to inquire about. But 
here again, it sounds like another case 
where the IRS knew if they ruled on 
whether or not they would have 
501(c)(4) status, they could have ap-
pealed and probably had a good case 
based on what the IRS has been doing. 
They wouldn’t give them an answer. 

Mr. PEARCE. We had been listening. 
Before everyone recognized it was a na-
tionwide scandal, we were hearing 
these reports. No matter that we dis-
agreed with the Obama administration 
on policies, we never believed these re-
ports to be true. So we investigated, 
but you could never substantiate. And 
now, then, 2 and 3 and 4 years later, to 
find out that it was systemic, that it 
was intentional, and that it was politi-
cally motivated causes one to fear for 
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the very institution that we call our 
Constitution and our government. 

b 1330 
Mr. GOHMERT. Reclaiming the time 

momentarily, it’s interesting, you 
know, we find out, as people have been 
digging deeper over the last few days, 
that the President of the United States 
met with the anti-Tea Party IRS union 
chief the day before the agency tar-
geted the Tea Party. 

National Treasury Employees Union 
President Colleen Kelley commented 
on the relationship between the anti- 
Tea Party IRS union and the Obama 
White House, and made this statement: 
For me, it’s about collaboration. 

So it is also important to note, and I 
didn’t know if my dear friend was fa-
miliar with Executive Order 13522, I 
wasn’t until just the last couple of 
days, but redstate.com had done a job 
of finding this. 

This was an executive order that the 
President ordered, beginning in 2009, 
requiring that government agencies 
collaborate, consult in pre-decisional 
discussions with union bosses that 
would have to be off the record, unre-
corded, and private, beyond the reach 
of anyone seeking to get information 
about the conversations. 

And, in fact, this administration said 
pre-decisional discussions, by their na-
ture, should be conducted confiden-
tially among the parties to the discus-
sions. This confidentiality is an essen-
tial ingredient in building the environ-
ment of mutual trust and respect nec-
essary for the honest exchange of views 
and collaboration. 

Well, this is the President that was 
going to have the most transparent ad-
ministration in American history; yet, 
I didn’t know, in 2009, he ordered these 
agencies that ought to be completely 
transparent, ordered them, his employ-
ees, to have meetings before they make 
important decisions with union bosses. 

So that tells us something too about 
the atmosphere that was being created, 
when a union boss gets to have secret 
conversations with government offi-
cials that cannot be retrieved by any of 
us wanting the administration to be 
transparent. And we know that those 
unions were anti-Tea Party. They 
wanted them eliminated, and they get 
to go talk to the IRS officials that are 
making decisions about targeting the 
Tea Parties. Something seems awry. 

I yield to my friend for a comment. 
Mr. PEARCE. Yes, I would agree with 

the gentleman. Something seems awry. 
The American people have a fas-

cinating intuitiveness about them. It’s 
reported that the unions spent $40 mil-
lion to defeat Scott Walker. The reason 
Scott Walker won, he won 40 percent of 
the union vote. 

People who are supposedly rep-
resented by the union bosses under-
stand that when their leadership begins 
to take this country in the wrong di-
rection, that they will exercise their 
voices and they will speak up; and 
that’s the very powerful reminder that 
we, as people, have at the ballot box. 

When the American people are left 
without government interference, 
without government threats, without 
the IRS intimidation, the American 
people choose rightly an awfully big 
percentage of the time. So I have the 
ultimate belief, because I’m hearing 
Democrats here on Capitol Hill as out-
raged as Republicans. I heard Repub-
licans under the Nixon administration 
as outraged as Democrats. 

It’s when we come together in a com-
mon belief that our Nation, regardless 
of political viewpoints, represents all 
viewpoints, that we all have a right to 
speak, that we all have a right to com-
pel. That’s what’s made us strong 
through our history. 

And so those Democrats who now are 
saying that the IRS and this adminis-
tration have gone too far are the 
strength of this country, as Repub-
licans were under the Nixon adminis-
tration. 

So I have the ultimate belief that we, 
as Americans, are coming together 
again in our core principles to under-
stand that no government, no matter 
which party, is powerful enough to 
come in and have watchdogs over us, to 
allow members of their party to take 
$1.5 billion from segregated accounts 
without being held accountable for the 
criminal actions. 

They understand that we cannot 
break the laws of this Nation and other 
nations, sending guns to a foreign 
country illegally; not even the govern-
ment can do that. 

And they understand there’s some-
thing intrinsically wrong when we hear 
the pleas of our four embassy personnel 
saying we need help, and we refuse it. 

The American people have had 
enough. It doesn’t matter that it’s 
Democrat. If it was a Republican, it 
would be enough too. And I think the 
American people are coalescing into an 
idea that we are a government of the 
people, by the people, and for the peo-
ple. 

And I believe that coalescing is going 
to provide us the framework for a new 
political institution. Don’t know what 
it’ll look like, don’t know how it’s 
going to shape up, but the American 
people are saying that enough is 
enough. Enough corruption. Enough 
scandals. Let’s start cleaning out the 
mess. And that’s what I hear from con-
stituents from both parties every week 
I’m at home. 

We’re going to continue our work 
here, but I thank the gentleman for 
yielding and appreciate his bringing 
this issue to the floor. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you very 
much. It is an important issue. 

We have a report here indicating the 
currently countless numbers, trying to 
get a count of groups that were tar-
geted. We’ve seen reports that groups, 
Jewish and Christian groups, that were 
very supportive of Israel got height-
ened scrutiny by the IRS. They were 
deemed, apparently, not to be sup-
portive of the President, as the IRS, 
apparently, at least their leaders, 

wanted them to be. And, obviously, 
that was after consulting with the 
union boss, the IRS employees. 

Let me just say I know many IRS 
employees, and there are those who are 
afraid to comment because of concern 
over their repercussions; but they’re 
outraged because they came into the 
IRS and they were taught and they 
were trained you cannot have any con-
flict of interest. You cannot make any 
decisions based on political bias. You 
cannot have ever owed the IRS any 
money if you’re going to work for us. 

In fact, there was outrage among 
some that were afraid to speak up be-
cause they were not allowed. They 
were told that you cannot underpay 
through withholding what you will ul-
timately owe on your income tax. Or if 
you file an amended return where you 
failed to initially include income, you 
may be fired from the IRS. 

So the first thing that this President 
does is go out and hire a guy who 
swore, I believe it was three or four 
years in a row, he swore to his em-
ployer that he would pay the taxes that 
were due and owing. If they would just 
give him all the money, he would see 
that the taxes on that money was paid. 

And lo and behold, those taxes were 
not paid, as he swore he would. And not 
only was he not barred from working 
for the IRS; he was made the boss over 
the IRS, the boss over the entire Treas-
ury Department. 

But the Greater Phoenix Tea Party 
in Arizona filed for a 501(c)(4) in Octo-
ber of 2010 and, after waiting 2 years, 
received a letter demanding an inordi-
nate amount of information. And so 
far, even now, this Internal Revenue 
Service has refused to give them an an-
swer on their 501(c)(4), effectively keep-
ing them out of the political process 
for the 2012 election cycle, and now 
working, apparently, even now, to keep 
them out of the 2014 election cycle. 

Amazing how effective the IRS can 
be when one administration can use 
them to further their goals. 

b 1340 
The Mississippi Tea Party filed for a 

501(c)4 status in 2009. On September 28, 
2010, the group received a letter from 
the IRS wanting additional informa-
tion, including what their relationship 
was with the Tea Party Patriots. But 
their analysis got rather abusive. 

The Portage County Tea Party in 
Ohio applied for tax exempt status and 
they received incredibly onerous ques-
tions, harassing questions, and they 
answered them, gave them information 
that no one should have to provide. 
Four years later, they’re still waiting 
on an answer. 

The Mississippi Tea Party. They’re 
still waiting. The Portage County Tea 
Party. They’re still waiting. Anyway, 
it’s just incredible. 

The Alabama Tea Party we already 
mentioned. Really abusive requests 
were made by the IRS, harassing them. 
The Texas Patriots Tea Party filed for 
a 501(c)(4) status in June of 2012. They 
received numerous followup questions 
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and have not heard back from the IRS 
about their status. So they were effec-
tively kept out of the 2012 political 
process. 

Again, apparently there are reporters 
that are so far removed from how the 
political process has been forced to 
work. You’ve got to have IRS approval 
or they will come after you individ-
ually when you try to engage in any 
type of group effort. It used to be there 
was a freedom of assembly. You could 
gather people, assemble people as you 
want. You could pay for their bus fare. 
Unions do it all the time. But they 
have a very special status, obviously, 
with this administration. 

One of the great scenes in video his-
tory was my old friend, Andrew 
Breitbart, coming out of the Coliseum 
and seeing all these protesters. He 
starts asking them about their signs, 
what they mean, can they give specific 
examples about when Glenn Beck lied 
or things they had on their signs. They 
couldn’t. And it was amazing. I didn’t 
see it in the beginning of the video but 
Andrew saw it immediately. These peo-
ple were plants. They were handed 
these signs by their union. They were 
told to stand there and talk about peo-
ple lying, and just demean individuals 
and organizations, as instructed by 
their union leaders. 

When he got to the bottom of it, 
there was a note somewhere that it was 
produced by the union. So he got to the 
bottom of it. He had a camera that fol-
lowed him as he would ask questions 
very pointedly. It became very clear 
they didn’t know what they were there 
about, they couldn’t give individual ex-
amples. They were told to go out there 
and be a protester. And the unions took 
care of it. And when the cameras were 
making them look bad, they were or-
dered to get back on the union bus and 
leave the area by the union bosses. An-
drew had that gift. He could see right 
through all the baloney. It’s a shame 
he’s no longer with us. But what he has 
left is an organization that’s doing 
even more amazing things. 

You had the Ottawa County Patriots 
from Michigan file for 501(c)(3) status 
August 22, 2011. They’re still waiting 
for a ‘‘specialist’’ to approve their ap-
plication, despite numerous attempts 
to get clarification from the IRS. So 
they were totally kept out of the 2012 
political process because of the par-
tisan IRS leadership that would not 
even give a ruling on these things. It 
wasn’t a problem for organizations 
that were supportive of the administra-
tion, apparently. 

There were groups like the Louisa, 
Virginia, Tea Party in Virginia that 
decided not to apply after they heard 
from other Tea Party groups just how 
abusive the IRS was being. And their 
leaders didn’t want to go through indi-
vidually what other Tea Party leaders 
were having to go through. So the Lou-
isa VA Tea Party never got their law-
ful status from the IRS. All of those 
people were effectively kept out of the 
2012 political cycle by this partisan IRS 
work and effort. 

The DeLAND 912 organization from 
Florida also heard about the horror 
stories of how abusive the IRS became 
if you applied for legal status as a Tea 
Party, so they didn’t apply. Once 
again, the IRS was successful in their 
political endeavors in silencing an-
other group of people from Florida dur-
ing that political cycle. 

Goose Creek 912 Project from South 
Carolina, they were preparing to file 
for a 501(c)(3) status or 501(c)(4) but 
after they heard about all of the har-
assment of other Tea Party groups, 
they voted unanimously not to file. 
The IRS partisan efforts worked. An-
other group of Americans were silenced 
because of the partisan political work 
of the IRS. 

The McLean Tea Party in Illinois, 
another case where they decided not to 
apply after they got word of all the 
horror stories about the IRS abuses of 
individual Tea Party leaders and the 
individual Tea Party constituents 
themselves of the intrusive, abusive 
questions and information that was 
being demanded by the IRS. 

The Lanier Tea Party Patriots from 
Georgia also heard about the wide-
spread, massive abuse of Tea Parties 
that applied for legal status. So yet an-
other group of people was silenced by 
the partisan, abusive Internal Revenue 
Service. 

As I said, I know numerous employ-
ees of the IRS that would never think 
of being abusive like this. It is com-
pletely an anomaly to their way of 
thinking. It is counterintuitive to ev-
erything they have been taught and 
trained. But somehow this administra-
tion comes in and all of a sudden they 
see the IRS as the greatest political 
gift any partisan group could ever have 
and they use and abuse it after con-
sulting, as ordered, by the President of 
the United States. They are ordered to 
have secret meetings with union bosses 
before they make decisions, which we 
now know occurred before they made 
decisions to go after the Tea Parties. 

So the President of the United States 
signs Executive Order 13522 and orders 
an agency that is supposed to be com-
pletely nonpartisan, nonpolitical, to 
meet with an extremely political, ex-
tremely partisan boss before they 
make decisions. It is staggering. 

So we know there’s some that ask, 
Did the President know, did he not 
know? When you see that the President 
of the United States ordered meetings 
with partisan union bosses before deci-
sions could be made by administrative 
heads at the IRS, it doesn’t seem to me 
to matter much whether the President 
knew that they specifically targeted 
the Tea Parties. He ordered them to 
meet and to take in consideration what 
the union bosses said. If he ordered 
that those be completely confidential 
and beyond the scope of Freedom of In-
formation Act requests, then there has 
to be some responsibility taken where 
the buck ultimately stops. 

b 1350 
The Rowan County Tea Party in Ten-

nessee—hopefully I’m saying that cor-

rectly—the good folks there filed for 
501(c)(4) status in February of 2010. 
They received demands for excessive 
amounts of information, some of which 
is not required by law whatsoever. 

Just 2 weeks ago, after over 3 years, 
and being kept out of the 2012 election 
cycle, having any input—not just on 
the President’s race, but on issues— 
they didn’t care about political can-
didates; they cared about issues. They 
knew if they could form these political 
Tea Parties, they could have an effect. 
Whether it was a Democrat, Repub-
lican, a Libertarian or an Independent 
that came forward, they knew that if 
they were a group as a Tea Party, they 
could get powerful enough and have 
their voices heard loudly, as they 
spoke loudly enough as a group, that 
somebody—Republican, Democrat, Lib-
ertarian, Independent—somebody 
would step forward and say I support 
what you believe, and I’m with you on 
the issues. 

They were not about a party. They 
spent a lot of time being mad at the 
Republican Party, like I do. They 
weren’t about a party; they were about 
the process. They wanted a constitu-
tional country and a government that 
acted within the confines of the Con-
stitution. And the IRS was determined 
to subjugate them, to punish them, to 
abuse them, and abuse the process of 
the IRS to make them pay for having 
the audacity to speak up or try to 
speak up, as did our Founders. 

I can’t help but note, I was tickled, 
some left-wing drone organization— 
drone basically being unmanned; 
they’re not using their brains; they’re 
just doing as they’re directed—came 
after me for saying here on the floor, 
gee, the IRS might have shot the origi-
nal Tea Party participants. Well, obvi-
ously that’s hyperbole. But I found in 
Washington if you use sarcasm, you 
speak metaphorically, allegorically, 
use hyperbole, that it’s often lost here. 

We were having a discussion, for ex-
ample, about endangered species. And I 
mentioned, gee, I understood—wasn’t 
sure if it was true—but I understood 
there had been a pair of spotted owls 
that we were told for years couldn’t 
mate anywhere but virgin woods, un-
touched by human hands, that may 
have been seen mating in a Kmart sign. 
In sheer sarcasm, in irony, I said, you 
know, a lot of Kmarts have been out of 
business. Maybe we need to see if that’s 
really true and, if so, maybe get Kmart 
signs and see if they ought to be de-
clared endangered and maybe have a 
Kmart sign forest where these little 
owls could mate like crazy out there in 
the Kmart sign. 

And I look over at people and report-
ers, folks sitting there, and you could 
see people looking at each other: Do 
you think he’s serious? Anyway, it’s an 
interesting place to—not live, but work 
here in Washington, D.C. 

You have the Rochester Tea Party 
Patriots in Minnesota. They filed for 
501(c)(3) status in August 2010. The 
group finally received their 501(c)(4) 
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status 2 years later in 2012, but not 
soon enough to have the kind of effect 
that they could have to make nomi-
nees, potential nominees, accountable 
for abiding by the rule of law and fol-
lowing the Constitution, as they want-
ed to do. 

The Chattanooga Tea Party in Ten-
nessee, they filed for 501(c)(4) status in 
November of 2009. The group received a 
letter from the Cincinnati IRS office in 
July 2010 with extensive, intrusive, 
abusive questions and demands. After 4 
years, they received notification that 
they were approved. Apparently, as 
this scandal was about to break, the 
IRS realized, gee, well, we got what we 
wanted; we kept them out of the 12 
election cycle so they could not have 
any influence whatsoever there. And 
we’re about to get in trouble, so why 
don’t we start giving approval to some 
of these folks. And we’re seeing that 
happen. 

The San Angelo Tea Party—the town 
that my parents lived in briefly right 
after they got married, San Angelo Tea 
Party back in Texas—they filed for 
tax-exempt status. But after receiving 
the intrusive, abusive, mean-spirited 
demand for information that the IRS 
had no business inquiring after, they 
withdrew their application. Once again, 
the IRS didn’t have a chilling effect; 
they had a freezing effect. Froze them 
out and kept them from being able to 
participate as a group in the 2012 elec-
tion cycle. 

The San Fernando Valley Patriots in 
California filed for 501(c)(4) status in 
the fall of 2010. The group heard noth-
ing from the IRS until February of 
2012, when they received a packet from 
the IRS in the mail giving the group a 
20-day time period to respond. After 
the abuse, the demands, the intrusive-
ness, the outrageous activity of the 
IRS, the San Fernando Valley Patriots 
in California finally, in August of 2012, 
felt like they had no choice but to cra-
ter under the abusive weight and power 
of a partisan, mean-spirited IRS lead-
ership; and they pulled their applica-
tion in order to protect their members 
from this kind of abuse. 

So you’ve got to say, the executive 
order in 2009 by the President of the 
United States—current President—or-
dering the extremely partisan union 
bosses to be consulted on decisions by 
the IRS, find out that the union boss 
met with the President right before the 
decision was made as well. I guess 
when you’re the President, you don’t 
have to sign an executive order requir-
ing that you have secret, confidential 
meetings with union bosses before you 
make decisions. You just do it, appears 
to be the case. 

Then we find out, gee—and this is a 
brand-new story, this one by David 
French dated May 22, yesterday after-
noon—that it wasn’t just Tea Parties; 
it wasn’t just constitutional groups; it 
wasn’t just pro-Israel groups. The arti-
cle title is ‘‘IRS Morality: Defend 
Planned Parenthood, Deluge Adoptive 
Families With Audits.’’ In the article, 
skimming on down, it says: 

During the 2012 filing season, 90 percent of 
the returns that claimed a refundable adop-
tion credit were subject to additional review 
to determine if an examination was nec-
essary. 

b 1400 

The most common reasons were income 
and a lack of documentation. 

It notes that: 
Sixty-nine percent of all adoption credit 

claims during the 2012 filing season were se-
lected for audit. 

Of the completed adoption tax credit au-
dits, over 55 percent ended with no change in 
the tax owed or refund due in fiscal year 
2012. The median refund amount involved in 
these audits was over $15,000 and the median 
adjusted gross income of the taxpayers in-
volved is about $64,000. 

These would be considered middle 
class Americans. 

The average adoption credit correspond-
ence audit currently takes 126 days, causing 
a lengthy delay for taxpayers waiting for re-
funds. 

It’s interesting because we get 
word—as the article said—that the IRS 
has harassed a number of pro-life 
groups, including at least one alleged 
demand that a pro-life group not picket 
Planned Parenthood in order to have or 
keep their tax exempt status. 

It points out this statistic: 
In 2012, the IRS requested additional infor-

mation from 90 percent of returns claiming 
the adoption tax credit and went on to actu-
ally audit 69 percent. 

And that more details can be ob-
tained from the Taxpayer Advocate 
Service. 

It’s really outrageous. And it’s pretty 
clear to anybody familiar with the po-
litical process here in Washington that 
most people that are very supportive of 
adoption are not in favor of abortion. 
So if you want to go against—as the 
IRS, if you want to go after the oppo-
nents of Planned Parenthood, you want 
to go after the opponents of killing ba-
bies in utero, then if you go after par-
ents that adopt children—a very, very 
costly process—you can have a very 
chilling or freezing effect on those par-
ents who just want to adopt a child, 
adopt children, give them a loving 
home. 

And this IRS’ morality—as the arti-
cle points out, because of the current 
leadership that is now under scrutiny— 
go after these middle-income folks that 
are not supportive of abortion and 
want to adopt, we’ll teach them a les-
son. It’s very clear, it just screams 
from the statistics and information 
that we get from the IRS. 

It’s also worth noting—as prior arti-
cles have—that people have claimed, 
not the adoptive tax credit, but the 
child tax credit has been claimed—as 
has been shown many times—by people 
who did not legally come into the 
country. And there have been articles 
about that. Of course, I guess, every-
body knows they’ll never get a Pulitzer 
Prize for incredible investigative re-
porting on the billions of dollars that 
may be obtained by people who come 
into the country illegally and then 

have learned you can claim a tax credit 
and get more money back than you put 
in. Oh, no, even if you don’t have a So-
cial Security number—as the law cur-
rently requires—to get that child tax 
credit, the IRS thought: Hey, we’ve got 
a good idea, we don’t care that Con-
gress said you’ve got to have a Social 
Security number, hey, we want to get 
all the tax income in we can, and we 
hear from some of the folks in Congress 
that there are people somewhere out 
there in the shadows, so we’ll just give 
them a taxpayer number, even if they 
don’t have a Social Security number, 
and let them get that child tax credit 
from there. So there are plenty of peo-
ple that have come out of the so-called 
shadows to claim a child tax credit. 

That’s why Robert Rector, in talking 
with him this week, he says the projec-
tion probably that if people who are 
here undocumented, illegally, whatever 
you want to call it, are given legal sta-
tus, then it will likely cost the country 
around $10 billion that these individ-
uals will be able to get back in child 
tax credit once they’re legally here and 
that many are getting even now. An es-
timated $1 billion—one estimate I read 
was $4 billion—that we’re currently 
paying out from the Treasury to people 
that are getting more back than they 
paid in who are not legally here, don’t 
have a Social Security number. 

So they’re not going after those 
folks. Not auditing, not going in and 
demanding to know where are all these 
children you claim to get all this 
money back—$20,000, $30,000 you’re get-
ting back from the government for a 
child tax credit—where are all the chil-
dren? Oh, no, they’re not going after 
them. No. They much prefer to go after 
what some of these partisan political 
leaders in the IRS see as their political 
enemies. 

When you have people like that head-
ing up the IRS, you don’t have to have 
an enemies list, like Richard Nixon 
had. You’ve got your friends at the IRS 
that are doing it for you. 

So when we hear claims of outrage 
and we see that these people have suf-
fered absolutely no consequences from 
this President—the boss—as a result of 
their outrageous, illegal, unconstitu-
tional activity, then it seems that 
maybe the outrage is not as loud as we 
were being told that it originally has 
been. 

And then when you find out that the 
AP—certainly hasn’t helped me any, 
but that doesn’t matter, we’re sup-
posed to have a free press—if they want 
to go after a guy that’s conservative 
that has a southern accent, that’s their 
prerogative. But we find out that the 
White House—the Justice Department 
at least—the Justice Department went 
after the AP, just like they did Rosen 
at Fox News, they go after the AP and 
get hundreds of phone numbers because 
they say they’re after this egregious 
leak. The Attorney General told our 
committee last week, Gee, it’s one of 
the most egregious leaks—not the most 
egregious, one of the most egregious 
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leaks—he had ever seen. Turns out all 
of the leaks that allow him to go after 
a conservative group or to intimidate a 
group like the AP, to them they’re 
egregious. When we find out, Mr. 
Speaker, he could have just looked at 
the records of a handful of people in 
the administration—he chose not to do 
that, it might have embarrassed the 
administration—he abuses the freedom 
of the press. 

It’s time that people who are respon-
sible are made accountable. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

IMMIGRATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. KING. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
appreciate the privilege to be recog-
nized to address you here on the floor 
of the House of Representatives to 
raise the issues of our time and have 
this opportunity for this dialogue that 
I know that you turn a focused ear to, 
as well as do the other Members, their 
staff, and the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I came to the floor here, 
one thing is to support the statement 
made by the gentleman from Texas 
across the spectrum of the topics that 
he addressed. He does see the world 
through a clear set of eyes and isn’t 
afraid to say so, and we need more 
Members like Congressman GOHMERT, 
who is fearless and courageous and a 
constitutionalist and a rule of law 
Member, and he understands the Con-
stitution and the law, being an attor-
ney and a judge and a member in good 
standing of the Judiciary Committee 
for a number of years now, where one 
can learn a few things about those top-
ics, as well as bring their own expertise 
in. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that’s the com-
mittee, the Judiciary Committee, 
where the immigration issue is likely 
to process through—or up to and, per-
haps, not through. 

b 1410 

There is a tremendous amount of, I 
will say, a hurry up, urgency momen-
tum that has been created on the im-
migration issue over in the United 
States Senate. We can count it in 
hours the time that it has been since 
the Senate passed, I call it, an amnesty 
bill, a comprehensive immigration re-
form bill, which is the more modern 
vernacular for ‘‘amnesty.’’ That’s phra-
seology that was manufactured by peo-
ple who couldn’t quite bring them-
selves to say the truth on this, and 
that was the case back in 2006 and 2007 
when it was George W. Bush and his 
people who were pushing this com-
prehensive immigration reform-am-
nesty. 

What happened, Mr. Speaker, was 
that we had an election last November, 
on November 6 to be precise, a Tuesday 

we would all know. There was a great 
expectation that Republicans would 
win the majority in the United States 
Senate and a great expectation that 
our Republican nominee, Mitt Romney, 
would be elected as President because, 
after all, who could imagine a second 
term for a man who refused to carry 
out his oath of office in his first term. 

So the voters went to the polls, and 
there was a bit of a lack of enthusiasm 
on the part of the people on my side of 
the aisle, and a good number of them 
stayed home, a number that is cal-
culated to be about 8 million voters; 
and about a million voters who nor-
mally would have voted for Barack 
Obama stayed home, but that’s more 
than the difference between the elec-
tion in the popular vote, and it may 
well have translated into a difference 
in the election in the electoral vote. 

However, we know what happened in 
the election. The President was re-
elected. There were some seats that 
were lost by Republicans, a net seat 
lost by Republicans in the Senate. Re-
publicans lost some seats here in the 
House, but maintained still a strong 
majority in the House and would ex-
pect to do so at least into the foresee-
able future. 

But the results of that election were 
overreacted to by many people on my 
side of the aisle. They looked around 
and asked, How did we lose? Of course, 
the people who were the architects of 
these kinds of campaigns wouldn’t 
want to take on the blame themselves, 
so they looked around to see where 
they could cast the blame elsewhere. 
They settled upon this theory in the 
middle of the night, so I would say it 
was in the morning, which started at 
12:01 a.m. on the morning of November 
7, 2012. 

That theory that they settled on was 
that Mitt Romney would be President- 
elect that morning and President today 
if he just had not been so strident on 
immigration, if he just had not said 
those two words: self-deport. Their the-
ory was that that was the reason that 
Mitt Romney is not the President 
today. 

I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, that I 
think that’s a manufactured theory, 
that it’s a flawed theory, that it’s not 
based on fact, in polling, in logic. If it’s 
likely true that the Hispanic votes 
were the decision-maker on this elec-
tion and then if the Hispanic vote went 
71 percent for Barack Obama, I would 
ask those folks who think that you’d 
turn that vote around the other way by 
passing amnesty, Can you tell us how 
it is that Republicans can capture a 
majority of the African American vote 
when typically African Americans in 
this country will vote 92 percent for 
the Democrat or 95 or 96 percent for 
the Democrat if it’s Barack Obama on 
the ballot? 

So, if they can’t tell me how one 
should reach out to the African Amer-
ican vote when we are the party of the 
abolition of slavery—and I can stand 
here and tell you my great grandfather 

five times great—and for the record, 
because people get things intentionally 
confused, that’s great, great, great, 
great, great grandfather—was killed in 
the Civil War. He was killed in the 
Civil War, fighting to put an end to 
slavery. They were an abolitionist fam-
ily, and 600,000 Americans gave their 
lives in that struggle to put an end to 
slavery, roughly half on each side, 
roughly 300,000 on each side—more on 
the Union side than actually on the 
Confederate side by the data that I’m 
looking at. 

Mr. Speaker, the emancipation of the 
slaves and an end to slavery and the 
blood that was spilled by the sword 
that was to be compensated for the 
blood that was spilled by the lash 
seems to be forgotten in the political 
parties of today. When you look to see 
what it took to pass the Civil Rights 
Act in the sixties, it took Republicans 
in greater numbers in the House and 
Senate to pass the Civil Rights Act 
than it did Democrats. There were a lot 
of Southern Democrats who were seg-
regationist Democrats, I would remind 
people. 

Nonetheless, the promise of what’s 
coming out of the U.S. Treasury—and 
some of it’s borrowed money from the 
Chinese and the Saudis and others— 
seems to have eroded the support for 
Republican fiscal conservatives among 
the certain minority groups in this 
country and others who are struggling 
to make a go of it. It’s hard for them to 
see down the line a little ways as to 
how much more opportunity there is in 
America if we recreate the opportunity 
society that is being replaced by the 
cradle-to-grave welfare state that we 
have in America today. Not only is it a 
cradle-to-grave welfare state, but it is 
a cradle-to-grave welfare state that 
promises a middle class standard of liv-
ing. 

I look at some of the numbers that 
have been rolled out by, for example, 
Robert Rector of the Heritage Founda-
tion, who is the most accomplished, 
senior, respected, and definitive re-
searcher on these topics that I know, 
and I deal with many, many of them. I 
have in my hand, Mr. Speaker, the ex-
ecutive summary of about a 102-page 
report that was issued by Robert Rec-
tor of the Heritage Foundation. It’s a 
special report dated May 6, 2013, and 
the title of it is ‘‘The Fiscal Cost of 
Unlawful Immigrants and Amnesty to 
the U.S. Taxpayer.’’ The data that’s in 
here should cause anyone in this Con-
gress to pause before they would begin 
to look in any positive way on the Sen-
ate bill that is their 844-page com-
prehensive amnesty bill. Some of this 
data that’s in here, Mr. Speaker, is 
shocking to people who haven’t at least 
been numbed by the reality of it for 
some time. 

The average illegal household in the 
interim phase of this bill would be a 
net cost to the taxpayer. They’d pay 
taxes and draw down welfare. Some 
will say that folks who are in this 
country illegally don’t qualify for wel-
fare. No, the truth of that is there are 
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